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2n "ugcis t 23, 1980, the 3011rd of Review of the Indus trial 
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PSliJ.1ISSIGN TO ADDRESS TH::: CCU?.'.'.' 
Pe ti tio::.er, Gera2.d L. ~.~· ood.!Ilansee seeks a reversal o:' pre~rious 
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St11te Jnemployment statues have be3n forced by Federal considerations and 
ieny him his individ;ial rights, 
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2xpress his gri.evaLces in this case. 
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